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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform to current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and are 
replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. Take for instance the following examples: 

• The term "the spherical center" (line 3 of claim 1) lacks proper antecedent basis. 

• Regarding the limitation "characterized" (line 4 of claim 1), it is unclear if applicant 
intends claim 1 to be a Jepson format claim. If so, proper Jepson format has not been 
employed. 

• It is unclear if the limitation "elastic deformation allowing means for allowing" (lines 
4-5 of claim 1) is meant to be a means-plus-function limitation invoking 1 12 6 th 
paragraph. If the applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph, then the 
claim limitations should be amended to comply with MPEP section 2181(1) such that: 

o the claim limitations must only use the phrase "means for" or "step for" (by 
way of example, the "elastic deformation means" in line 4 of claim 1 is not 
proper); 
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o the "means for" or "step for" must only be modified by functional language 
(by way of example, the "elastic deformation means" in line 4 of claim 1 is 
not proper); 

o the phrase "means for" or "step for" must not be modified by sufficient 
structure, material or acts for achieving the specified function. By way of 
example the following are not proper: "elastic deformation means" (line 4 of 
claim 1); "in a region corresponding to the elastic deformation allowing 
means" (line 6 of claim 1); "by means of the elastic deformation allowing 
means" (lines 3-4 of claim 2); "comprises a plurality of slits" (claims 3 and 4); 
etc. 

• The term "the rotational direction" (line 5 of claim 1) lacks proper antecedent basis. 

• The term "the center axis of the shaft portion" (lines 5-6 of claim 1) lacks proper 
antecedent basis. 

• It is unclear how "the ball stud rotates about the center axis [of the shaft portion]" 
(lines 8-9 of claim 1). Does the applicant mean to say the spherical center? If not 
how does the stud rotate about a portion of the shaft? 

• The term "the region" (line 10 of claim 1) lacks proper antecedent basis. 

• It is unclear if the term "a larger frictional engagement force" (lines 10-11 of claim 1) 
are meant to refer to the previously set forth limitation "frictional engagement force. . . 
is made greater" (line 7 of claim 1) or to another force distinct therefrom. If to 
another, then which is greater and/or larger? 
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• The terms "large" (line 2 of claim 2; line 4 of claim 2) and "small" (line 2 of claim 2; 
line 6 of claim 2) are relative and thus unclear. 

• It is unclear if the term "a region" (line 2 of claim 2) is meant to a previously set forth 
region (e.g., that in line 6 of claim 1) or another distinct region. 

• It is unclear what the term "means of the elastic deformation allowing means" is 
meant to convey. Are these to separate means? Are any meant to invoke 1 12 6 th ? 

• It is unclear if the limitation "a material" line 4 of claim 2 is meant to refer to the 
previously set forth "materials" (line 2 of claim 2) or to an additional material. 

• It is unclear if the term "a region" (line 7 of claim 2) is meant to a previously set forth 
region (e.g., that in line 6 of claim 1) or another distinct region. 

• It is unclear if the term "the material of large friction coefficient" (line 8 of claim 2) 
refers to the recitation of line 2 or line 4 of claim 2. 

• It is unclear if the term "the material of small friction coefficient" (line 10 of claim 2) 
refers to the recitation of line 2 or line 4 of claim 2. 

For the reasons mentioned above a great deal of confusion and uncertainty exists as to the 
proper interpretation of the claim limitations. In accordance with the MPEP § 2173.06, rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 102 or 35 U.S.C. 103 follows based on the examiner's best understanding of the 
claim scope. The applicant is strongly urged to amend the entirety of the claims (not only the 
examples listed above) to conform to current U.S. practice. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a lorciun country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Umemoto (U.S. 
Patent 4,690,581). 

Umemoto appears to disclose all of the applicants elected claim limitations as best 
understood by the examiner (see 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 2 nd paragraph rejections above). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor MacArthur whose telephone number is (571) 272-7085. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached on (571) 272-7087. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http ://pair-direct.uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197. 



April 11,2008 



/Victor Mac Arthur/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3679 



